Vivian Prunier

01/02/2004 02:49 PM

Dear Workgroup members,
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To: britt@cetos.org, cbi
lelworth@agcenter.org, ccqcl946@pachell.net, Ted.Head@us.nufarm.com, Skellner@cps:
pquinn@theaccordgroup.com, rosenberg@pestworld.org, rutzs@doacs.state.fl.us, TroyS@
jvroom@croplifeamerica.org, rmcallister@croplifeamerica.org, wichterman@Icmcd.org, eo

cc. ajames@pestfacts.
beth.carroll@syngenta.com, Shackleford.Betty@epamail.epa.gov, bgoldburg@environmen
sidwell.bruce@epamail.epa.gov, brutala@unch.unc.edu, cbaker@gowanco.com, ccqcl94¢€
clough.kerry@epamail.epa.gov, csantos@salud.gob.mx, cwbrickey@aol.com, dan@ffva.ci
enicholson@ufwmail.com, eolson@nrdc.org, eortman@reeusda.gov, ephi@manainc.com,
holm@aesop.rutgers.edu, J-Amador@ TAMU.edu, janis.mcfarland@syngenta.com, ellenbe
jvroom@croplifeamerica.org, jwzellers@aol.com, Bouve.Kate@epamail.epa.gov, kthayer@
llove78@aol.com, lori@yurok.com, lori@minorcrops.org, Suguiyama.Luis@epamail.epa.g
mmk2@cdc.gov, nefcon@aol.com, nfoster@usapple.org, nlewis2@unl.edu, pbright@abch
Ross.Philip@epamail.epa.gov, pquinn@theaccordgroup.com, Dumas.Richard@epamail.ej
rkiefer@cspa.org, robhedberg@erols.com, Rodman.joanne@epamail.epa.gov, rosenberg¢
sauers.lj@pg.com, screscenzi@steptoe.com, sdavis@nclr.org, Skellner@cpsa.org, skellne
Downs.Teresa@epamail.epa.gov, terry.troxell@cfsan.fda.gov, therese.murtagh@usda.gov
Whalon@pilot.msu.edu, wichterman@lcmcd.org, William.McCormick@ Clorox.com, wkh21(

Subject: PPDC Reg

The PPDC Registration Review Workgroup will convene by teleconference on Tuesday, January 6 from

2:30t0 4:30 p.m. EST.

Please call [phone number deleted]

Then enter the access code: [deleted]

and remember the asterisk (*) before and after the access code number!

Proposed Agenda:

1) Status of the PPDC Registration Review Workgroup in developing procedural regulations
2) Schedule for meetings and teleconferences

3) ldentify issues

4) Agenda for next meeting

Below are 2 items to help you with agenda item 3

Item A -- List of Issues

Item B -- Process for Starting Registration Review

ITEM A -- List of Issues

Criteriafor scheduling

Criteriafor Registration Review case formation

Process for announcing schedules

Criteriaand process for changing the registration review schedule
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Define “registration review” — determination whether a pesticide meets standard of FIFRA 3(c)(5)

Define possible outcomes of aregistration review— meets FIFRA section 3(c)(5); doesn’'t meet
FIFRA section 3(c)(5); defer decision pending completion of required studies?

Process for assessing end-use products

Process for assessing inert ingredients

What should the procedural regulations say about the scheduling process?

What should the procedural regulations say about the registration review process?
Should the procedural regulations include registration review decision criteria?

Should the procedural regulations address timeframes for completing a registration review (e.g.,
when a FIFRA 3(c)(5) decision can’t be made until data gaps are filled)?

What activity initiates a pesticide’ s Registration Review?

Should EPA require registrants to submit a registration review application?

Consequences for failure to submit arequired registration review application.

Process for stakeholder involvement — prescriptive or genera statement of principle (i.e., degree
of public involvement commensurate with the complexity of issues in a pesticide’s registration
review?)

Transaction costs for registrants and other stakeholders.

Factors to consider when asking “what has changed since the last review?’

Incentives for registrants to submit studies and data “voluntarily” (i.e., before a DCI is issued)

Impacts on small businesses

ITEM B -- Process for starting registration review

1. Develop master schedule
2. Each year announce schedule for the following year

3. Registration review application required? [discussion issue]
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a YES. Set due date 3 months before start of the pesticide’ s registration review.
b. NO:

4, Solicit comments from stakeholders? [discussion issue]

a YES: Comment period begins 3 months before start of the pesticide’ s registration
review.

b. NO: Stakeholders would comment on draft registration review decision.

5. Did registrant submit registration review application if required in step 3?
a Y ES: Did the application include information that EPA required?
I. YES. Go to step 6.
il NO. Go to step 5b.
b. NO: Initiate cancellation under FIFRA section 6(b)

6. Assemble information that will be reviewed, including registrant’s application (if
required in step 3) and stakeholder comments (if requested in step 4).

7. Conduct review. Go to flow chart drafted by PPDC Registration Review workgroup.



